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. i , i space." (See also, Affidavit of July 8 t 2008 of Dr. mi Binder). 

hi the Office Action of October 28, 200S, the Office stated that "while conception 
is the mental port of the inventive act, it nicA be capable oi proof, such as by 
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composite composing amniotic membrane and confluent retinal pigment epithelial (RPE) 
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Erroneous 
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cells or nonoromortabzed Is retina! epithelial equivalent cells on the membrane." 
Young et ai. does not describe how to harvest RPE : cells* Young et al does not describe 
tb a itu 5 a >e os ren m does not describe the 

growth periods required for culturing RPE cells. Young ei al does- not. describe how to 
prepare amniotic membrane. Young et ai. does not describe how to passage RPE cells 
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appeal brief review. Applicant submits m the Office's rejections were based upon the 
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